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AMERICAN PROTESTANT ASSOCIATION. 


On Tuesday the 8th of November, 1842, a meeting 
of Ministers of the Gospel was held in the city of 
Philadelphia, in pursuance of the following invita- 
tion which had been addressed to them :— 


‘‘The undersigned deeply impressed with the value of the 
privileges and blessings which have resulted to mankind from the 
glorious Reformation of the 16th century, and sensible of the 
untiring efforts, covert and open, which are constantly making to 
delude Protestants with the vain idea, that the character and 
tendencies of the great Apostacy, which for many centuries had 
blinded and oppressed a large portion of mankind, have been 
essentially changed, and believing that watchfulness and exertion 
are necessary, to maintain an open Bible, and freedom of religious 
opinion and profession, and that the cause of truth and godliness 
may be strengthened and advanced by united counsel and effort 
among true Protestants, do affectionately invite those who agree in 
ihese views, to meet at the church of the Rev. Mr. Kennaday, Eighth 
street above Race, on Tuesday afternoon next, the 8th inst. for the 
purpose of consulting together upon the expediency of forming a 
Protestant Association, and if the way shall be found prepared, 
proceeding to its organization :— 

Philadelphia, Nov. 2.1842. 
Rev. C. C. Cuvier, D.D. Rev. H. A. Boarpman, 


*¢ SrepHen H. Tyne, D.D. ‘¢ Joun CHAMBERS, 

“  Joux McDowe tt, D.D. «  §. W. Crawrorp, 

«© ©. C. VANARSDALE, ‘© Jort Parner, D.D. 

«© J: Kennapay, ‘A, Da GmunTrTe, 
ES NEVILLE; ‘“  Josepn JT’. Cooper, 

+ 'T, J. TuHompson, ‘© Gerorce B. Ine, 

‘© Josprpu H. Kennarp, “ THeopuitus STorK, 

‘© Joun B. Dates, ‘© James M. Wittson, 

« TD). L. Carrort, D.D. «Tomas H. Srocxton, 
s¢ Wiiiam W. Spear, ‘© Henry A. SuHvurtz, 

«« Ricwarp Newton, SamMuEL AGNEW, 


« §. B. Wyuiz, D.D. Josrrn A. Davinson. 
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Beside the clergymen whose names were affixed to this invita- 
tion there were present at this meeting the following ministers from 
the various denominations whose titles are annexed. 

Presbyterian Church (New School or Constitutional.)—Rev. 
Messrs. Patton, Rood, Adair, Fairchild, Converse, Ramsey, and 
Brown. 

Baptist Church.—Rev. Messrs. Burrows, Aldrich and Dodge. 

Methodist Episcopal Church.—Rev. Messrs. Onins, Smith, 
Higgins, Wiggins, Atwood, Woolson, Hagany, Coombe and Sorin. 

Presbyterian Church (Old School.)—Rev. Messrs. Williamson, 
Janeway, Lord, Hoge, Loughridge, Grier and Harned. 

ssociate Presbyterian Church.—Rev. Mr. Webster. 

Protestant Episcopal Church.—Rev. Messrs. Allen, Hooker, 
Quinan, Suddards, and Hirst. 

German Reformed Church.—Rev. Messrs. Berg and Osborne. 

Congregational Church.—Rev. Mr. Colton. 

The Rev. C. C. Cuyler D. D. of the Presbyterian Church was 
appointed Chairman, and the Rev. W. W. Spear of the Protestant 
Episcopal Church was appointed Secretary—and the meeting was 
opened by prayer. Afier a general expression of sentiment, by the 
clergy present, in which there was great unanimity of judgment and 
feeling, and an universal attestation of their sense of the importance 
of united action for the protection and defence of the rights and 
principles which distinguish the Protestant Charches of this coun- 
try, from the threatening assaults of Romanism,—it was unanimously 
Resolved that it is expedient now to form a Protestant Association, 
and that a committee of one from each denomination represented in 
this meeting, be appointed to prepare a Constitution for such an Asso- 
ciation :— 

The Rev. Drs. Cnyler, Tyng, Wylie, Carroll, and Rev. Messrs. 
Kennaday, Vanarsdale, Stockton, Ide, Berg, Willson, Dales, 
Webster, and Chambers were appointed this Committee. 

After prayer the meeting was then adjourned to Nov. 22d. 

Adjourned meetings of clergymen for the same object were held 
Tuesday Nov 22, and December 4th. ‘There were present in addi- 
tion to the clergymen before recorded, the following :— 

Baptist Church.—Rev, Messrs. Smith, Covell, Winter, Wil- 
liams and Larcombes. 

Presbyterian (Old School.)—Rev. Messrs. Macklin, Hope, 
Stewart, Tudehope and Neill. 
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Protestant Episcopal,—Rev. Messrs. Van Pelt, Trapnell and 
Ridgely. 

Mcthodist E’piscopal,—Rev. Messrs. Ashton, Crouch, Gilroy, 
Merrill, Elliott, McFarland, Greenbank. 

The Committee appointed to prepare a Constitution presented 
their report, and a Constitution, which after much consideration, 
was adopted, and the AMERICAN PROTESTANT ASSOCIA- 
TION was duly organized, by the members present signing the 
following Constitution. 


Coustitutiow. 

WHEREAS, we believe the system of Popery to be, 
in its principles and tendency, subversive of civil and 
religious liberty, and destructive to the spiritual wel- 
fare of men, we unite for the purpose of defending 
our Protestant interests against the great exertions 
now making to propagate that system m the United 
States; and adopt the following constitution :— 


ArTicLE I. This society shall be called the AMERICAN PRO. 
TESTANT ASSOCIATION. 

ArTicLeE II. The objects of its formation, and for the attainment of 
which its efforts shall be directed, are— 

1. The union and encouragement .! Protestant ministers of the 
gospel, to vive to their several congregations instruction on the 
differences between Protestantism and Popery. 

2. To call attention to the necessity of a more extensive distri- 
bution, and thorough study of the Holy Scriptures. 

3. The circulation of books and tracts adapted to give informa- 
tion on the various errors of Popery in their history, tendency, 
and design. 

4, 'l'o awaken the attention of the community to the dangers 
which threaten the liberties, and the public and domestic institu- 
tions, of these United States from the assaults of Romanism. 

Articte III. This Association shall be composed of all such per- 
sons as agree in adopting the purposes and principles of this con- 
stitution, and contribute to the funds by which it is supported. 

Articte IV. The officers of the Association shall be a President, 
three Vice Presidents, a treasurer, a corresponding secretary, a 
recording secretary, and two lay directors from each denomina- 
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tion represented in the Association, to be elected annually; to- 
gether with all the ministers belonging to it; who shall form a 
Board for the transaction of business of whom any seven, at a 
meeting duly convened, shall be a quorum. The stated meetings 
of the Board to be quarterly. 

ArTIcLE V. The Board of managers shall, at the first meeting after 
their election, appoint an executive committee, consisting of a 
minister and layman from each of the denominations represented 
in the association, of which the secretaries and treasurer shall be 
ex-officio members. This committee to meet as often as they 
may find necessary for the transaction of the business committed 
to them, and to report quarterly to the Board of managers. 
Articte VI. The duties of the Board shall be, to carry out, in 
every way most expedient in their view, the ends and purposes 
for which this Association is organized ; and to aid and encourage 
the formation of similar associations in the various parts of the 
United States; and to render an annual report of their proceed- 
ings to the Association, at their annual meeting on the second 
Tuesday in November. 

ArticLtE VII. The Board of managers shall have power to enact 
such by-laws as may not be inconsistent with this constitution, 
and to fill all vacancies that may occur between the annual 
meetings. 

ArticLe VIII. This constitufion shall be subject to amendments 
only at the annual meetings of the Association, by a vote of two 
thirds of the members present at such meeting. 


Rev. 8S. H. Tyne, D.D. Rev. H. A. Boarpman, 
tet oC» CUYLER,2DeDiuw Sirota Da GinLeEDre, 
« D.L. Carroiti, D.D. “ RicHarp Newron, 


« J. KEnNaDaY, ‘  Josepu F. Bere, 

‘. GeorncE-B..IDE, ‘¢ PENNELL CoomBE, 

«  'T. J. THompson, “  Jacos M. Doue.ass, 
* Wititiam W. Spear, “ J. McDowe tt, D.D. 
‘  Joun CHAMBERS, ‘J. H. Kennarp, 
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“ JosepH T. Cooper, ‘“ C. WEBSTER, 

“ Sotomon Hicerns, “  WiLLiam SupDarbs, 
- Wn. A. Wiceins, “  Joun B. Dates, 
“Wiis Lorp, 6 ine: eat Wa LE el.) 
“ Tuos. L. Janeway, “ Ww. H. Extiort, 

«  Joun B. Hacany, « J. H. McFaruanp, 
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Rev. Joun D. Onins, 


ce 


R. M. GreenBank, 
A. TuDEHOPE, 

J. A. Crark, DiD2 
Joun B. PINNEY, 
M. B. Hops, 
Peter Van PELT, 
W. Nett, D.D. 
A. Green, D. D. 
W.M. Enctss, D.D. 
JoHn W. GRIER, 
MatTuew Sorin, 


W.McDowe tt, D.D. 


Tuomas Hoece, 

W ALTER CoLtTon, 
PETER Cox, 

J. L. Burrows, 

J. G. MAxwELL, 

S. W. CrawForp, 
C. WILLIAMSON, 
THos. G. ALLEN, 
Rosert ADAIR, 
EDWARD CovEL, 
Tuos. H. QUINAN, 
STEPHEN A. MEALy, 
C. C. WILLIAMS, 
Witttam Ramsey, 
Tuos. B. BRADFORD, 
Natuan HarneED, 
Joun KELLER, 

A. HELFFENSTEIN, JR. 
Joun W. Everist, 
JAMES SMITH, 
GerorGcE Hiaeins, 
JosrepH.H. Jones, 

J. W. RictarDs, 
SAMUEL AARON, 
Levi BULL, 

H. G. Kine, 

E. W. Dickinson, 
S. K. Koizock, 


Rev. Anruony Arwoop, 


oe 


oe 


M. Hirst, 

Joun Woo.son, 
J. L. Lenwart, 
Joun PatTTon, 
Herman Hooker, 


~R. W. Griswo.p, 


JAMES SMITH, 

Levi Srorks, 

Joun S. INsxIpP, 
James Y. Asuton, 
JOHN STREET, 

N. E. Givroy, 
JOSEPH CaSTLE, 
James W. STEwart, 
W. LovucHRIDGE, 

A. Mack in, 

J..W. Yeomans, D.D. 
S. STEVENSON, 

T. LarcomBgEs, 

J. B. Everts, 

T. Stork, 


_Anson Roop, 


RoBERT STEEL, 
Wm. D. Howarp, 
James NEILL, 
Isaac R. MERRILL, 
leaking OL CEA: 
Marcus Ek. Cross, 
TRUMAN OSBORN, 
GRIFFITH OWEN, 
F. KETcHAM, 
Wma. LatrTa,. 
J. HELFFENSTEIN, 
S. D. FINCKEL, 
Samu. Beacu Jonezs, 
Joun LEDNuUM, 
VALENTINE GRAY, 
C. VAN RENSSELAER, 
F. A. Morre Lt, 
JosEPH BELDON. 
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The following Gentlemen were elected officers of 


the Association :— 


Presivent, 
E. F. BACKUS, Esa. 


GWice Presivents, 
Rev. STEPHEN H. TYNG, D.D., 
Rev. JOHN KENNADAY, 
Rev. GEORGE B. IDE. 


Corresponding Secretary, 
Rev. HENRY A. BOARDMAN. 


Recording Secretary, 
Rev. WILLIAM W. SPEAR. 


Greasurer, 
Mr. A. H. JULIAN. 


Lay Directors. 


SAMUEL AGNEW, 
JOSEPH A. DAVIDSON, 
GEORGE W. McCLELAND, 
' ANTHONY GREEN, 
FREDERICK W. PORTER, 
JOHN FARR, 

ROBERT LAMBERTON, 
DANIEL MURPHY, 
RICHARD BENSON, 
GEORGE STEPHENS, 
ROBERT HANCOCKS, 
WILLIAM RORER, 
THOMAS H. DICKSON, 
WM. K. HEMPHILL, 
EDWARD JONES, 
THOMAS WATSON, 
JOHN ALEXANDER, 
JOHN EVANS, 

A. H. BURTIS, 
FRANCIS MITCHELL, 
C. SCHRACK, 
WILLIAM M. HEYL, 
WILLIAM HINCKLE, 
JOHN FINN, 


3 


5 


5 
5 
5 
3 
5 
3 
5 
5 


- Presbyterian (Old School.) 
Presbyterian (New School.) 
Protestant Episcopal. 

- Associate Presbyterian. 

- Methodist Episcopal. 

- German Reformed. 

- Associate Reformed. 

- Baptist. 

- Reformed Presbyterian. 

- Independent. 

Lutheran. 


Methodist Protestant. 
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At the subsequent meetings of the Board of Mana- 
' gers at the Second Presbyterian Church, the Rev. 
Drs. Tyng and Carroll, and Rev. Messrs. Boardman, 
Kennaday, Gillette, Willson, Webster and Berg, were 
appointed a Committee to prepare an Address to be 
printed and distributed as the Address of the American 
Protestant Association, giving a view of the nature 
and objects of this Association and the reasons which 
have led to its organization. 

This Committee reported an Address which was 
adopted by the Board, and referred to the same Com- 
mittee to be printed. 


This Committee were also directed to prefix to the 
Address, the Constitution of the Association, and such 
extracts from the minutes of the Association and of the 
Board of Managers, as they might deem necessary. 


The above extracts are printed according to this 
direction. 


ADDRESS 


OF THE BOARD OF MANAGERS 


OF THE 
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AMERICAN PROTESTANT ASSOCIATION. 


THE Board of Managers of the American Protestant 
Association, deem it proper, in submitting their Con- 
stitution to the consideration of their fellow citizens, 
to lay before them a brief exposition of the reasons 
which have led to this organization and of the prin- 
ciples on which it is to be conducted. These will 
be partially understood by a reference to the objects 
for which the Association has been formed, as set 
forth in the Second Article of the Constitution. That 
Article is as follows :— 

“The objects of its formation and for the attain- 
ment of which its efforts shall be directed, are, 

1. The union and encouragement of Protestant 
Ministers of the Gospel, to give to their several con- 
gregations, instruction on the differences between 
Protestantism and Popery. 

2. To call attention to the necessity of a more 
extensive distribution and thorough study of the 
Holy Scriptures. 

3. The circulation of books and tracts adapted to 
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give information on the various errors of Popery, in 
their history, tendency, and design. 

A. 'To awaken the attention of the community to 
the dangers which threaten the liberties, and the 
public and domestic Institutions, of these United 
States, from the assaults of Romanism.”’ 

It will be seen from this article, that the Associa- 
tion we represent, has grown out of a conviction 
that. our civil and religious institutions are exposed 
to serious danger from the secret and open -assaults 
of Popery. We are aware that, in avowing this 
conviction, we may find little or no sympathy 
among a portion of our Protestant population. ‘The 
' great numerical disparity between Protestants and 
Romanists in our country, and the general intelli- 
gence of our citizens, furnish us, in their view, with 
an adequate defence against all exertions that may be 
made to propagate the errors of Popery in the United 
States. It is the prevalence of this feeling, or rather 
this want of feeling, among Protestants, which chiefly 
excites our apprehensions. We too believe that the 
Popery of this country is as yet a perfectly manage- 
able thing. We should think as meanly of Protes- 
tantism as the Roman Catholics themselves do, if 
we questioned the plenary ability of the Protestants 
of this Union by moral means alone, (for all other 
means, in such a controversy, we abhor,) to keep 
Popery within narrow limits and counteract its 
pernicious influences. But while misapprehension, 
apathy, and false sympathy prevail to so great an 
extent among Protestants, we are free to confess that, 
we look with deep solicitude upon the extraordinary 
efforts now making by the Papal Hierarchy to obtain 
a firm footing in this country. 
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Addressing, as we are, a Protestant population who 
have free access to the Bible and who reverence its 
authority, we may be permitted to remind you, that 
the ground on which the glorious Reformation was 
undertaken and achieved, was, that Popery was the 
great ANTICHRIST so minutely delineated in ‘the 
prophecies of Daniel, in several of the Epistles, and 
in the Book of Revelation ; and that this view has 
been not only adopted by the great body of Protes- 
tant Commentators and Divines, but incorporated in 
the Creeds and Confessions of nearly all the Reformed 
Churches.* We may further remind you that, ac- 
cording to the “sure word of prophecy,” this Anti- 
christian power, after suffering a temporary depres- 
sion, (as Romanism has done since the 16th century,) 
is, in the ‘last days,’ to gather up its waning strength, 
and, allying itself perhaps with civil despotism, to 
make a final onset upon Christianity—an onset surpas- 
sing in fury and malignity all its previous assaults, and 
to be attended with signal though short-lived success. 
With these prophecies before you, we would ask you 
whether there is nothing ominous of evil in the 
recent movements of the Church of Rome. Just as 
Protestants were beginning to merge their hatred of 


* Among the distinguished writers who have maintained the identity 
of Papal Rome with Antichrist, may be mentioned, in addition to all the 
continental and British Reformers, the names of Mede, Sir Isaac New- 
ton, Brightman, Cressener, Whiston, Bishops Newton and Hurd, Wil- 
liam Lowth, Dr. H. More, Daubuz, Jurieu, Vitringa, Pyle, Dr. S. Clarke, 
Dr. A Clark, and the late Bishop White. Of the Churches which have 
borne the same testimony in their authorized doctrinal standards, it will 
be sufficient to mention, the Lutheran Church, the Church of England, and 
its daughter the Protestant Episcopal Church in the United States, the 
Church of Ireland, the Baptist Church, the Reformed Church of Holland 
and Germany, the Methodist Episcopal Church, and the various branches 
of the Presbyterian Church in Europe and America. 
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her crimes in a feeling of pity for her decrepitude, 
that Church has thrown off her torpor and become 
re-impregnated with the energy and ambition of her 
earlier days. ‘This renovation of her decaying pow- 
ers is probably to be ascribed, in no small degree, to 
the efforts of the Jesuits. This Order was originally 
established to oppose the Reformation. Its principles 
have an adequate exposition in the fact that the name 
of Jesuit, (notwithstanding the pains taken of late 
by some nominal Protestants to make it reputable,) 
is every where a synonyme with falsehood, chicanery 
and covert crime. The Order became so powerful 
during the last century and so dangerous to the peace 
of Europe, that it was expelled successively from 
England, Venice, Portugal, France, Spain and Sicily, 
and was at length, through the influence of Catholic 
Governments, abolished and suppressed by Pope 
Clement XIV. in 1773. But it was restored twenty- 
eight years ago, by Pius VII., for the purpose of 
making aggressive movements against Protestantism. 
Many of the priests, it may be added, in this country, 
are known to be of this fraternity, and they have 
several institutions here for training Jesuits.*— W hat- 
ever truth there may be in the conjecture that the 
revival of Popery is to be ascribed mainly to this 
Order, the fact that Popery is reviving, is indisputable. 
We see it in heathen and semi-Christian lands. In 
Syria, in Persia, in Hindostan, on the coast of Africa, 
in the Sandwich Islands, and in other countries to 
which Christian Missionaries have gone to dispense 
the bread of life to the perishing, they are already 
tracked by Popish emissaries who are as busily scat- 


* See Appendix, Note A, 
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tering the seeds of death. We see it still more de- 
cisively in Protestant Europe. The Protestantism of 
the continent is of late assailed by the union of the 
power of Popery with anomalous and formidable com- 
binations of errorists; and its rapid spread in England 
and Scotland, has excited a general feeling of appre- 
hension among the most intelligent classes of the 
British people. ‘These movements in the other hemis- 
phere must operate powerfully here. Our connection 
with the British Isles especially is so imtimate, that no 
great political or ecclesiastical changes can take place 
there, without being sensibly felt by our country. 
But the Papal See puts too high an estimate upon 
this country, to trust the effiicacy of mere sympathy 
for its subjugation. Its demonstrations are of too 
decisive a character, and on too grand a scale, to leave 
us in any doubt as to its ultimate designs. 

We do not indeed assent to the doctrine that our 
duty in this matter as American citizens, and Pro- 
testants, is suspended upon the right or wrong reso- 
lution of the question whether Popery is destined 
to acquire an ultimate domination in this country. 
Regarding it as a system which is proved by its own 
avowed principles, by the whole tenor of history, and 
by the present state of all Roman Catholic countries, 
to be ‘subversive of civil and religious liberty, and 
destructive to the spiritual welfare of men,’ we are 
not disposed to waive opposition to it until we are 
able to’ demonstrate its probable triumph over our 
free institutions. Whatever is to be the final issue of 
this contest, we feel called upon by what we see 
already, to unite for the purpose of défending from 
its insidious assaults, the rich inheritance of liberty 
and truth which by the mercy of God we have 
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eceived from our fathers. We see, for example, as 
the acknowledged leaders of the Roman Church in 
‘the United States, a large and increasing body of 
ecclesiastics, mostly foreigners, who have no ties of 
birth or blood to attach them to our soil and whose 
Bishops are bound by their oath of office to: defend 
and keep the Roman Papacy and the royalties of 
St. Peter, against all men.’”’** We see these ecclesi- 
astics attempting to drive the Holy Scriptures from 
our systems of public education ;—and urging argu- 
ments (we may add) for the attainment of this object, 
which assume that there are fundamental and irre- 
concilable differences between their principles and 
those on which our social and political institutions 
repose. We see them boasting that they hold the 
balance of political power, and, as often as their own 
ends are to be subserved by it, banding together their 
deluded followers, and exhibiting the serious and 
alarming character of an avowed religious party in 
politics—a party governed by a foreign head, guided 
by priests, the greater part of whom are not naturali- 
zed citizens, and impelled by sympathies at war with 
our republican institutions. We see the secular 
press, with a few honourable exceptions, abstaining 
from any censure of these bold and threatening move- 
ments, and frequently, in communities four fifths of 
which are Protestants, paying a paramount deference 
to the sentiments and wishes of Romanists, and lend- 
ing its influence in an incidental but powerful way, 
to the support of Popery. Wesee Popish Chapels 
youltiplying throughout the Middle and Western 
States, and, not unfrequently, relying upon nominal 
Protestants to fill them. We see their Colleges and 


* See Appendix, Note B. 
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Seminaries springing up in every pari of the valley 
of the Mississippi, and sustained mainly by Protes- 
tant families. We see a powerful Association the 
“Leopold Foundation” organized in Austria, under 
the patronage of Prince Metternich, a prime friend 
of despotism and Popery, for the purpose of propa- 
gating Romanism in this country: and a similar 
society at Lyons sending here for the same object 
during the last year, the sum of 177.000 dollars. 
And now we see a gigantic scheme set on foot in 
Great Britain for disseminating Popery here by plan- 
ting large colonies of Papists in our Western States 
—a scheme whose inherent impracticability does not 
make it less significant of the designs which are 
entertained concerning that Valley at Rome. 

These things and many others of a similar charac- 
fer convince us, that if there be any one thing certain 
about this revival of Popery, it is that the church of 
Rome has determined to spare no effort or expense 
for the purpose of securing a controlling influence in 
the Valley of the Mississippi, and thereby, a political 
predominance in the country at large, and an expan- 
sion of her power and influence which would be 
felt throughout the world. And yet the body of our 
Protestant population, whether through ignorance, 
selfsecurity, or whatever cause, remain indifferent 
to this subject. While Romanism is establishing its 
proselyting schools throughout the land, to pervert the 
tender minds of our youth; and directing its efforts 
to destroy the religious character and influence of 
public Protestant education; and organizing itself 
under a foreign priesthood, for direct interference with 
our political elections ; and publishing and circulating 
the most opprobrious assaults upon the doctrines of 
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our Protestant faith; and segregating its adherents 
into a distinct body, alien in sympathy and interest 
from the mass of the American people; a large 
portion of our Protestant citizens, who might with 
ease arrest the progress of these evils, seem un- 
willing even to be apprized of their existence, and 
instead of opposing them, actually contribute of 
their funds to maintain Popish churches, Asylums,* 
and Seminaries, and commit their children to the 
tutelage of Popish priests and nuns. 

It is this fact—this insensibility of Protestants— 
which more than any thing else, has awakened our 
anxiety and created the necessity for an Association 
like that with which we are connected. We are 
aware that some Protestants plead as an apology for 
their apathy that Popery has undergone material 
changes and is no longer the foe to human hberty 
and happiness that it once was. 

If all that is meant by the sentiment that Popery 
has changed, is, that the Romanism of the United 
States differs in its outward aspect from the Roman- 
ism of Spain, South America, and the West Indies, 
this is readily admitted. The time has not yet 
atrived in this country, when the public sentiment 
will tolerate hordes of mendicant priests living in 
open and shameless profligacy, or when American 
citizens will peaceably submit to be run through with 
the bayonets of a mercenary soldiery, for refusing to 


* The secular papers frequently appeal to their readers to aid in 
supporting Roman Catholic Orphan Asylums. An orphan is an object 
of sympathy to every feeling heart: but are we really doing these helpless 
children a kindness, by assisting to train them up in the errors of Popery ? 
and are not these very children to be hereafter employed as préests and 
uns in disseminating Romanism ? 
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do homage to the procession of the host as it passes 
along their crowded thoroughfares. The systenz 
must be evolved slowly—as the country will bear it. 
But if it is meant that Popery has really modified its. 
doctrines, lowered its pretensions, or become human- 
ized in its spirit, the opinion has no adequate found- 
ation. We might expose its fallacy by referring to 
the boast of Popery that it is ‘InraLripLe,’ and there- 
fore unchangeable—by pointing to the condition 
of all thoroughly Papal countries—or by quoting 
the testimony of a really infallible witness, (see 
2 Thess. ii, 8. and Rev. 18.) that the Church of 
Rome is never to be reformed, but is ultimately 
to be destroyed by the judgments of heaven. 

But we must be allowed to remind you, that not- 
withstanding the modest guise which that church 
puts on, in this and other Protestant countries, ne 
evidence whatever has been produced, emanating 
From the Papal See that it has abated its pretensions. 
or laid aside its persecuting tenets. We are not 
satisfied with the disclaimers of Roman Catholic 
laymen or the denials of Romish priests. We insist 
upon @ renunciation from the only authority in the 
church which has the right to make one. We 
demand that the same power which enjoined the 
persecutions of former days, shall express its dissap- 
proval of them, and repudiate the pretended right 
to persecute for opinion’s sake. When proof of this 
sort is produced, we may listen to the suggestion 
that Popery has put off its intolerance-—We do 
not, however, rest here. We have a witness at 
hand who will be deemed both competent and 
credible as to the point under consideration. This 
witness is Gregory XVI. the reigning Pope; and the 
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document from which we quote is his famous Encyc- 
lical Letter of August 15th, 1832.* 

“From that polluted fountain of indifference flows 
that absurd and erroneous doctrine, or rather raving, 
in favor and in defence of ‘hberty of conscience,’ for 
which most pestilential error, the course is opened 
by that entire and wild liberty of opinion which is 
every where attempting the overthrow of civil and 
religious institutions; and which the unblushing 
impudence of some, has held forth as an advantage of 
religion. * * * * * * - 
From hence arise these revolutions in the minds of 
men, hence, this aggravated corruption of youth, 
hence this contempt among the people of sacred 
things, and of the most holy institutions and laws; 
hence, in one word, that pest of all others most to be 
dreaded in a State, unbridled liberty of opinion.” 

Again: “Hither tends that worst and never 
sufficiently to be execrated and detested liberty of 
the press, for the diffusion of all manner of writings, 
which some so loudly contend for and so actively 
promote.” 

And again: “Nor can we augur more consoling 
consequences to religion and to government, from 
the zeal of some to separate the church from the state, 
and to burst the bond which unites the priesthood to 
the Empire. For it is clear that this union is dreaded 
by the profane lovers of liberty, only because it has 
never failed to confer prosperity on both.” 

To this testimony, we append the following extracts 
from the theology of Peter Dens, a book which is 


* This Letter was published at the time in the Roman Catholic papers 
in this country. 
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used in the R. C. College at Maynooth, Ireland.* 
An edition of this work has been published at 
Mechlin, in the Netherlands, as recently as the year 
1838. It is there distinctly asserted that :— 

“ Baptised Infidels, such .as heretics and apostates 
usually are, also baptized schismatics, may be com- 
pelled even by corporeal punishments to return to the 
Catholic faith, and the unity of the Church. 

“The reason 1s, because these by baptism have be- 
come subject to the Church, and therefore, the Church 
has jurisdiction over them, and the power of compel- 
ling them through appointed means to obedience, 
and to fulfil the obligations contracted in baptism.” 

Again it is said by the same author :— 

“The, rites of other Infidels, viz: pagans and 
heretics, in themselves considered, are not to be 
tolerated : because they are so bad that no truth or 
advantage for the good of the Church can be thence 
derived. Kxcept, however, unless greater evils 
would follow or greater benefits be hindered.” 

After stating that heretics are deservedly visited 
with penalties of exile, imprisonment, &c. this author 
asks : | 

“ Are heretics rightly punished nith death ?”’ 

“St.. Thomas answers (2. 2. quest. XI., art. 3., in 
corp.) Yes, because forgers of money or other dis- 
turbers of the state, are justly punished with death; 
therefore also heretics, who are forgers of the faith, 
and, as experience shows, grievously disturb the 
state.’ > 


* The Institution in which most of the Romish priests, who come to 
this country, are educated. 

{ See Synopsis of Dens’ Moral Theology; Philad., Ed., 1842, pps. 
107, 114, 117. 
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Here is documentary evidence of the highest kind 
to show that Popery is wachanged, to prove that the 
Popery of the 19th century and the Popery of the 
16th are the same. We have it affirmed by a stand- 
ard authority in the Romish Church, that it is RIGHT 
TO PUT HERETICS To DEATH. And we have it offi- 
cially promulgated by the present Pope, that LI- 
BERTY OF CONSCIENCE, LIBERTY OF 
OPINION, the LIBERTY OF THE PRESS, and 
the SEPARATION OF CHURCH AND STATE, 
are four of the sorest evils with which a nation can be 
cursed! Both as Protestants and as American citi- 
zens, we count the rights which are here assailed as 
among our dearest franchises: and we cannot look 
on in silence and see the craft and power of Rome 
systematically and insidiously employed to subvert 
them. We deplore the necessity which calls for the 
measure; but believing as we do that patriotism 
and Christianity demand it, we have united, and 
we invite all who love our institutions to unite 
with us in repelling the aggressions of the Papal 
Hierarchy. 

Our contest is not with the Roman Catholics as 
individuals. We would not, if we could, abridge 
their rights and privileges in the slightest degree. 
We abhor persecution for opinion’s sake under every 
form, and we recognise their right to the same free- 
dom of thought and action that we claim for ourselves. 
We leave it to the Pope to denounce ‘liberty of 
opinion,’ ‘liberty of conscience,’ and the ‘liberty of 
the press,’ as hostile to human happiness and dange- 
rous to the welfare of States. It is because the 
system is thus, by the accredited exposition of its 
‘infallible’ Head, at war with our most sacred rights 
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and interests, that we feel bound to oppose it. What- 
ever virtues may adorn the characters of individuals 
in that Sect, we appeal to the whole history of the 
Romish Church, in proof of the position, that the 
principles assumed in the recent Encyclical Letter 
have been actually carried out wherever Rome has 
had the power to enforce them. So, that in resisting 
the efforts now making to establish this system 
among us, we are influenced by no love of con- 
troversy, by no personal antipathies, by no sec- 
tarian or party ends, but by a grave and imperative 
sense of duty to our country, to posterity, and to 
God. 

We have no doubt that efforts will be made to excite 
popular prejudice against this movement. We are 
prepared to hear it alleged by Romanists and Pseudo- 
Protestants, that the «American Protestant Associa- 
tion” is an ungenerous combination of the many against 
the few—that, possessing the numbers and the power, 
we are attempting to interfere with the Roman 
Catholics in the exercise of their secular and ecclesi- 
astical rights :—and we very well know that Popery 
will grow apace, if it can get the American people to 
believe that it is “persecuted.” Reiterating the 
sentiment that persecution is as much at variance 
with all our Protestant and American feelings as it 
is coincident with the genius and spirit of Popery, 
we respectfully remind our countrymen that it is 
opposition to Popery, which has secured to them an 
open Bible and the privilege of confessing their sins 
to God instead of a priest. We remind them that 
opposition to Popery has created the difference 
between our free, happy, and prosperous Republic, 
and the States of South America, which seem 
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doomed to perpetual anarchy and depression. We 
remind them that opposition to Popery has given 
to Hurope all that she enjoys of civil and religious 
Hberty: that the progress of the Arts and Scien- 
ces, the mitigation of social evils, the diffusion of 
knowledge, the right understanding and observance 
of the reciprocal duties of princes and subjects, 
magistrates and people, and the improvement of 
mankind in rational and social happiness, have for 
the last three centuries, gone hand in hand with 
opposition to Popery : and that just in proportion 
as the opposition to Popery has been relaxed in any 
Protestant country, superstition and infidelity have 
imcreased, vice has abounded, ignorance and discon- 
tent have prevailed among the people, and every 
great national interest has deteriorated. 

If confirmation of these statements be required, 
we have it in the present relative condition of the 
principal Protestant and Roman Catholic countries. 
Compare Italy with Prussia: compare Spain with 
England: compare Mexico and the South American 
Republics with the United States. The superiority \ 
of the Protestant countries is known and read of ali 
men. ‘To what is it owing? Not to physical causes 
certainly: for in these the Roman Catholic countries 
have the advantage. Look at Spain, for example— 
luxuriant, beautiful Spain, with her vine-clad hills 
and her genial climate, the very garden of Europe. 
There was atime (under the Moorish dynasty, and 
immediately after its downfall) when her name was 
a tower of strength among the nations: now, the de- 
crepitude of a premature dotage is upon her, and 
with the little strength that remains to her, she is 
tearing out her own vitals. What has turned this 
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Eden into an Aceldama? What has made that once 
noble race, to such an extent, a nation of sensualists and 
gladiators? What has spread the pall of death over all 
that was lovely, and generous, and refined, in that 
land of song? ‘The answer may be given in one word, 
Porrry. Popery persecuted the Reformation out of 
Spain, as it did out of Italy. It summoned to its aid 
the chains and dungeons, the racks and faggots of the 
Inquisition, and, with fiendish fury, drove it from her 
soil. The martyr-blood which was then shed, has 
not yet ceased to cry to heaven for vengeance. Spain 
permitted Popery to rob her of the pure Christianity 
which was offered her; and God gave her up to serve 
the master she had chosen. There, for three hundred 
years he has swayed an undisputed sceptre. And 
the result is before us. In climate and soil, Spain is 
unchanged ; for these it was beyond the spoiler’s 
power to blast. Every thing else he has blighted and 
cursed,—every thing in her morals, every thing in 
her thrift and industry, every thing in her literature, 
every thing in her laws,—his curse is in her cities 
and in her hamlets, in her cottages and in her palaces, 
—indeed, it might be supposed by one ignorant of 
her history, that Spain, instead of being the most loyal 
of all lands to the Papal See, was peopled with arch- 
heretics, for whose impieties all the curses of the 
“greater excommunication” had been descending 
upon her for three centuries. And the history of Spain 
is the history of all other Papal lands. Ignorance 
and superstition, social degradation and political op- 
pression, follow in the train of Popery as naturally 
as death follows the plague. The nation which sur- 
renders itself to its control, is a doomed nation. Its 
embrace is like the embrace of that celebrated image 
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of the Virgin, in the Inquisition, which clasped the 
wretched victim in its arms, and, folding him to ‘its 
breast, transfixed him with a thousand nails at once. 

We might rest the argument here, and ask our 
fellow-citizens whether we are not justifiable in op- 
posing a system, in its hostile attempts upon our 
country, which has uniformly produced such fruits 
as these. But we are willing to argue the question 
further, and we beg them candidly to weigh the fol- 
lowing considerations. 

1. The Church of Rome is a STATE as well as a 
Church. The Pope, who impiously styles himself 
the “Vicar of Jesus’ Christ,” claims both temporal 
and spiritual jurisdiction over the whole earth. In 
proof of this we shall cite three witnesses out of a 
multitude who stand ready to confirm it. One 
of these is Pope Sixtus V. His Bull against Henry 
King of Navarre, and the Prince of Condé, begins 
thus: “The authority given to St. Peter and his 
successors, by the immense power of the Hternal 
King, excels all the powers of earthly kings and princes 
—it passes uncontrollable sentence on them all—and 
if it finds any of them resisting God’s ordinance, it 
takes more severe vengeance of them, casting them 
down from their thrones, though never so puissant, 
and tumbling them down to the lowest parts of the 
earth, as the ministers of aspiring Lucifer.” And 
then he proceeds—“ We deprive them and their 
posterity for ever of their dominions and kingdoms.” 

Our second witness shall be Pope Pius V. In his 
Bull against Queen Elizabeth, in which he pretends 
to absolve all her nobles and subjects from their 
allegiance to her, he affirms that God has constituted 
the Roman Pontiff, “ Prince over all nations and all 
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kingdoms, that he might pluck up, destroy, dissipate, 
ruinate, plant, and build.” 

Our third witness shall be Pope Boniface VIIi. 
There is a decree of his in the canon law running 
thus: ‘“ We declare, say, define, pronounce it to be 
of necessity to salvation, for every human creature to 
be sulyect to the Roman Pontiff.’ * 

We have here three Popes affirming it as the 
doctrine of the Papal Hierarchy, that the Roman 
Pontiff is the lawful temporal sovereign of alk 
kingdoms and nations. And that this pretension is 
not a mere flourish of words, is proved by the whole 
history of Popery down to the period at which it 
was deprived of- its usurped dominion over the 
European States. 

2. ‘The general cireulation of the Bible and popular 
education, are regarded by all true-hearted American 
citizens, as essential to the preservation of our insti- 
tutions :—to both of these, Popery is opposed. The 
Ath Rule of the Congregation of the Index, directs 
that no Catholic shall own, circulate, or read, the 
Holy Seriptures without permission (in writing) from 
a bishop or inquisitor. This rule may be practically 
slighted by many of that sect in this country ; but it 
has nearly expelled the Bible from all Popish coun- 
tries. As to popular education, the priesthood may 
find it expedient to refrain from opposing it in a coun- 
try hke ours where the people mzi/ have schools. But 
the true spirit and tendency of the system may be 
seen in the deplorable ignorance which prevails 


* See. the authorittes for these quotations, in Barrow’s Treatise, 
(imtroductory chapter) where the reader will find twenty or thirty 
pages of similar extracts from the decrees of Popes and the writings ot 
standard Romish authors, Some of these warks may be found in the, 
Philadelphia Library. 
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among the peasantry of Italy, Spain, and other 
Popish countries ; and also in the Indexes Expurga- 
tory and Prohibitory of the Papal See. Cana system 
be otherwise than hostile to our true national inte- 
rests, and to the improvement of man, which prohibits 
the publication or reading of the works of Algernon 
Sydney, Addison, Lord Bacon, Chief Justice Hale, 
John Locke, Milton, Robertson, Cowper, Young, and 
others of the great names of English Literature,’ 
Such are the writers who have the honor to be regis- 
tered in the Prohibitory Index of Rome. Are the 
American people prepared to say that we are doing 
either a needless or an unchristian service, in resisting 
a system which, if it had the power, would preclude 
them from reading “ Locke on THE Human UNDER- 
STANDING,” or “ParapisE Lost” mithout permis- 
sion from a priest ? 

3. We have already refuted the opinion that 
Popery has changed ; and showed by the testimony 
of the present Pope that now, as ever, it insists upon 
doctrines which are subversive of the principles on 
which our civil and religious institutions rest. We 
beg leave in connexion with this fact and those stated 
in the two preceding paragraphs, to call your atten- 
tion to another prominent and startling feature of the 
system. The system has a Foreign Heap. Its 
Bishops owe a paramount allegiance to the Pope. 
All ecclesiastical appointments, including those of 
the Pastors of their churches, emanate directly or 
indirectly from Rome. And as the power of the 
Romish. priesthood over the laity is proverbially 
great, it will be seen at once that the whole body of 
Roman Catholics in this country may, on any given 
political or ecclesiastical question, be controlled and 
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guided by a secret mandate from the Vatican. It 
does not belong to us to show that this has been 
done in any case: it is enough that we show that it 
may be done. We maintain that it would be unwise 
to foster an organization in the bosom of our country, 
thus dependent upon a foreign head, even if the 
organization were of a purely religious character. 
But when we consider that the Pope is a temporal 
as well as a spiritual sovereign ; that all his affinities 
are with the despotisms of the old world; that he has 
even within the last twelve months presumed to declare 
the acts of one of the European Governments* “ null 
and void ;” that he has officially denounced principles 
which are interwoven with all our civil Constitutions; 
and that the subjection of the ecclesiastics, and, through 
them, of the mass of the laity, to him, is implicit and 
unquestioning,—when we consider these things, we 
cannot but wonder that the American people, who are 
usually so jealous of foreign interference, should look 
with such indifference upon the efforts of this formi- 
dable power to acquire aleading influence among them. 

4. If an argument against the “ Protestant Associa- 
tion” is still drawn from the relatively small number 
of Roman Catholics in the United States, we might 
reply, that our controversy is with the system, not with 
the individuals who adhere to it; and that we have 
proved this system to be destructive in its tendency, 
to our civil and religious rights: so that we are called 
upon as patriots and Christians, to defend our insti- 
tutions against it. Itis an utter mistake, however, to 
suppose that our contest is merely with the Popery 
which we see in the midst of us. The Pope has, 
upwards of one hundred millions of subjects. 


* Spain. 
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And so perfect is the mechanism of the complicated 
system he controls, that he can with facility concen- 
trate the resources of this vast empire, for an empire 
it really is, and apply them wherever they may be 
most needed. The six or seven hundred Romish 
ecclesiastics in this country, would deserve very 
little notice if their official connexion with their 
foreign head, was severed. But they are of some 
importance when viewed as the agents through whom 
the money and influence of Papal Europe are to be 
employed for propagating Romanism here. ‘This is 
the true issue: The Protestants of the United States 
vs. The Papal Hierarchy with its hundred millions 
of foreign subjects. And those who may attempt to 
awaken sympathy in behalf of Popery on the ground 
of its relative weakness in this country, are respect- 
fully requested to keep the real issue, as we have 
stated it, in view. If the rich Roman Catholic 
nobles of Europe and their degraded vassals, are 
uniting in great associations for the purpose of 
proselyting this nation, are we to be censured for 
uniting to repel this rude interference of foreigners in 
our affairs? If they have a right to combine in this 
way, is our right to combine for the purpose of coun- 
tervailing their plans less indisputable? If they have 
a right to send funds here to plant churches, and 
endow schools and colleges, and to use other means 
to make proselytes, is it less our right to tear the mask 
from their system, and to warn our countrymen 
against their insidious arts? And if they have a right 
to oppose the general dissemination of the Scriptures, 
and to make bon-fires of the word of God, who 
shall gainsay our right to circulate the Bible, and 
to admonish our fellow-citizens that all attempts to 
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abridge its circulation, go to open: the flood-gates of 
vice and to sap the foundations of the Republic ?* 

5. Actuated as we are in this movement by a sober 
conviction of duty, we are not to be diverted from 
our object by denunciation or abuse, from whatever 
source it may emanate. We have greatly mistaken 
the temper of our Protestant fellow-citizens, if they 
can suffer themselves to believe, in the view of the 
facts and quotations from official documents presented 
in this address, that we have any desire to injure 
the Roman Catholics or interfere in the remotest 
degree with their just rights and privileges. You 
will demand, as we do, of those who dissent from the 
views we have advanced, something more than a 
flippant denial of our allegations against the Church 
of Rome, ora tirade of opprobrious epithets against 
ourselves. You will insist, as we do, that the advo- 
cates of Popery, to vindicate the system from the 
charges imbodied in this address, shall be able to 
prove by the acknowledged standards of the Romish 
Church and authentic history, that Popery is of, in 
its tendency and design, “subversive of civil and 
religious liberty and destructive to the spiritual wel- 
fare of men.” And if they concede that this was the 
character of the system formerly, but assert that it 
has undergone a radical change; you’ will not rely 
upon their mere affirmation, but require them to 
adduce the proofs that this change has taken place.— 
Until one or the other of these propositions is esta- 
blished, you will not, we feel assured, suffer any 
appeal to your prejudices to bias your judgement 
against an organization which aims only to avert 


* See Appendix, Note C. 
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from our country the countless evils which have 
invariably followed the triumphs of Popery. 

That there should be a few decided Protestants 
who think that the discussion of this subject will 
only defeat its own end by exciting sympathy in 
lehalf of Romanism, is not surprising. If this 
opinion were well founded, it would furnish us 
with the strongest possible proof that the Protestant- 
ism of our day has grossly degenerated from the 
Protestantism of the Reformation. For there was a 
time when the effect of such discussions was to 
cement the hearts of Protestants more closely to 
their own religion—when they were in no danger of 
being perverted to Popery, by attending to a faithful 
delineation of its corruptions. And if that system 
cannot be touched, even with the hallowed weapons 
of the Sanctuary—if Christian pastors cannot say of 
it now what the Apostles said of it eighteen hundred 
years ago—if the ambassadors of Christ cannot 
expound his own word in its prophetic representations 
of the ‘ Man of sin’,—without awakening the sympa- 
thies of people who call themselves Protestants, in 
behalf of Antichrist; we submit whether this is not 
an alarming evidence of the ascendancy which 
Rome has already acquired among us. And we 
point to it as another urgent reason why the country 
should rouse itself to this subject. before this false 
liberality has paralyzed the church and consummated 
the triumph of Popery. 

But with the utmost deference to those from whose 
views we dissent on this point and whose co-operation 
we earnestly desire, we cannot believe that the effect 
here contemplated will, to any considerable extent, 
follow the discussion of this subject, urea the 
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discussion be conducted in a proper spint. The 
evidence of truth is always greater than the evidence 
of error: and if the truth be brought forward on a 
subject like this with candour and moderation, people 
will listen to it; and they will be impressed by it. 
There is such a body of truth to de presented on 
every feature of the Papal system, that it cannot fail 
of producing an impression upon unbiassed minds. 
It is a favourite but shallow device of Romish 
ecclesiastics to pretend that the discussion of their 
principles by Protestant ministers or presses, con- 
tributes to their success—a pretext which it is 
difficult to reconcile with the strong measures they 
adopt to prevent their people from listening to or 
reading these discussions, and with their ill-concealed 
anxiety and irritation whenever the subject is taken 
up in a Protestant pulpit. Indeed, to affirm that a 
temperate and dignified exposition of the corruptions 
of Popery, will tend to promote it, is, in our view, to 
say that the diffusion of light will produce darkness. 
Let the Protestant Pastors in the United States 
explain the system to their congregations, and let the 
secular press unveil its political bearings, and 
Popery will do any thing but congratulate itself 
on the results. The effect would be to form 
the immense body of Protestants in this country 
into a solid mass, pervaded with an enlightened and 
genuine Protestant feeling, which would be an 
impregnable barrier to the general dissemination of 
Romanism. Such a movement we have as much 
reason to desire, as the Romanists have to deprecate 
it:—and we are persuaded that the Protestants to 
whom we have alluded, will agree with us in this 
conclusion, on a more thorough examination of the 
subject. 
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There is another class of Protestants who deem the 
discussion of Romanism unwise, because, in their 
judgment, the American people have too much 
intelligence to be in any danger from the attempts 
making to propagate the errors of Popery im this 
country. But this is a delusion. They think of 
transubstantiation, and the worship of saints, and 
purgatory, and prayers for the dead, and other Popish 
observances; and it seems to them incredible that 
men of sense can ever embrace such absurdities. 
They are wrong, however. The glorious attribute 
of reason with which the Creator has endowed us, 
can, since the fall, be perverted to any service: 
there is no proposition in ethics or religion, too 
preposterous or too horrible to be embraced by 
it. And in the case under consideration the process 
by which conviction is wrought, is not difficult of 
solution. Take the dogma of transubstantiation, for 
example. You might carry it round the world, and 
stop at every human habitation (beyond the pale of 
the Roman Catholic church,) and you could 
not get a single man, woman, or child, to believe 
it, if it were submitted to them on its own 
proper evidence. You might as well attempt to 
convince them that the darkness of midnight was 
the effulgence of noon-day, as to make them believe 
that the consecrated wafer you exhibited to them 
was the “body and blood, the soul and divinity” of 
Jesus Christ*”. But go even to men of vigorous 


* The Romish catechism ‘“ Revised by the Right Rev. Dr. Kenrick and 
approved for the use of the Diocese of Philadelphia, contains these 


questions and answers :— 
«Q. Is there any thing under the form of bread, but the body of Jesus 


Christ? 
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minds and ripe scholarship and convince them by the 
subtle sophistries of the Popish theologians, that 
God has instituted an infallible Church, and that the 
Church of Rome is'that church; and your contest 
with them is atan end. They will believe in transub- 
stantiation or any thing else, provided the church 
decrees it. The infallibility of the church leaves no 
room for investigation and makes doubt itself 
impiety. What right has reason to say, “This is 
absurd?’ What right have the senses to say, “This 
belies every one of us”? ‘The voice of the infallible 
Church is the voice of God: and the church 
declares, this wafer is “the body and blood, the soul 
and divinity, yea, the whole’ person of Jesus Christ.” 
There is no place for reason here. There is no place 
for sense. Both must submit, not only without 
examining, but without questioning, to that power 
which cannot err, and from whose decisions there is 
no appeal. 

This view is confirmed by the well-known’ fact 
that there are individuals in the communion of the 
Papal church, as distinguished for. intellectual 
acumen, aS any among the Protestant denominations. 
—We are constrained to believe, therefore, that those 
Protestants err, who rely upon the general intel- 
ligence of our citizens (except as it may be blended 
with a pure religious sentiment,) as an adequate 
safeguard against the dangerous increase of Roman- 
1sM I our country. 


‘A. There is also there his blood, his soul, his divinity, in short the 
whole person of Jesus Christ. 


““Q. Does he who receives but one part of the host, or but one form, 
receive Jesus Christ whole and entire 2 

‘“A. Yes: because Jesus Christ is whole under each form, and under 
each part of the forms.” (pp. 49, 50: ed. of 1839.) 
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If the propriety of discussing the subject of 
Popery is conceded, there may still be a difference of 
opinion among Protestants, as to the wisdom of the 
policy we have adopted. Some who are with us in 
principle, may suppose that associated action is 
more likely to increase than abate the diffusion of 
Popery. This opinion, we deem it proper to state, 
has been very prevalent hitherto among the 
individuals who now compose the “American Protes- 
tant Association.” Nearly all the officers and 
managers of the Association, have, until recently, 
regarded the organization of Societies for the purpose 
of opposing Romanism, as uncalled for and unwise. 
But we found that while we were refraining from 
any united action, lest it might indirectly tend: to 
foster Popery, Popery was spreading with great 
rapidity. We found that few Christian Pastors 
among those who disapproved of a combined effort, 
would take the trouble or responsibility of opposing 
it in their individual capacity. We found that the 
Pastors who did come forward to instruct their 
congregations on this subject, had more to apprehend 
from the opposition of Protestants, and, in some in- 
stances, of Protestant Ministers, than from Popery itself. 
We found that the apathy of the public mind, was 
with some local exceptions, unbroken; and _ that 
studious efforts were making to produce the impres- 
sion that all discussion of Romanism in the pulpit or 
through the press, was prompted by a spirit of 
“persecution.” We found that the sentiment was 
diffusing itself through the land that the Popery of 
our day and our country, was essentially modified 
from the Popery of old. We found that Popish 
Schools and Charities were constantly gaining upon 
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the confidence of unsuspecting and benevolent 
Protestants. We found that the Romish Priesthood 
were growing bolder and bolder in their pretensions ; 
and that the public would tolerate, if not justify, them 
in attempts to control the political elections and 
to expel the Bible from the common schools, which 
even ten years ago, they would have frowned upon 
and rebuked with energy and spirit. We found that 
there were no adequate funds empioyed to disseminate 
publications adapted to enlighten our citizens as to 
the real character and history of the Church of 
Rome—a work the more important, as that Church 
has never been seen in the United States in its true 
colours. And we found that the great argument 
which Romanists were using to ensnare and 
proselyte inexperienced Protestants, was, that their 
church was one, while Protestants were divided 
among themselves and had no common bond of 
union. 

All these things, we found, were going on, while 
we were doing little or nothing as individuals, and 
standing aloof from associated action lest peradven- 
ture, if we came together to oppose it, Popery might 
begin to increase! We could hesitate no longer. 
We felt that the providence of God had decided the 
question of duty for us. We determined to despoil 
Rome of at least one argument against Protestantism, 
and to show her that however Protestants may, in 
the exercise of that glorious privilege, of which 
Popery would deprive them, the privilege of thinking 
for themselves, differ from each other on minor 
points, there was one platform on which we could all 
stand—THE BIBLE, THE WHOLE BIBLE, AND NOTHING 
BUT THE BIBLE, AS THE ONLY INFALLIBLE RULE OF 
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FAITH AND PRACTICE; and one cause in which we 
could all unite—THE CAUSE oF CHRIST AGAINST ANTI- 
CHRIST. 

The methods by which we propose to resist the 
progress of Popery, are defined in the 2d. Art. of 
our Constitution, already quoted. We believe that, 
all that is necessary, under Providence, to check the 
advances of this system in our country, is to dissemt- 
nate truth—to enlighten the public mind as to its 
character by testimonies drawn from its own standard 
works, its history, and the Word of God. Knowing 
that Popery and the Bible cannot long co-exist in 
the same country, we propose to aid, as we have the 
ability, in circulating and promoting a thorough 
study of the Holy Scriptures. We propose, with 
the same view, to “disseminate other books and 
tracts adapted to give information on the various 
errors of Popery in their history, tendency, and 
design.” Another cardinal object with us is “the 
union and encouragement of Protestant Ministers of 
the Gospel, to give to their several congregations 
instruction on the differences between Protestantism 
and Popery.’’ There is, under God, no agency 
on which we rely more than this. The Pastoral 
office is a Divine ordinance. Anditis part of the legit- 
imate business of a Pastor, to instruct his people on 
the subject of the great apostacy. ‘The Apostle tells 
us, by implication at least, (see 1 Tim. 4:6.) that 
those Pastors who refuse to do it, are not “good min- 
isters of Jesus Christ.” If the fifteen or eighteen 
thousand Protestant Ministers in the United States, 
would take this subject into their pulpits, and ina 
kind and Christian spirit make their congregations 
fully acquainted with it as they find it drawn out by 
the inspired writers, and elucidated by history, the 
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sanguine hopes of Popery in regard to this country 
would be blasted. 

We design that our labours shall be conducted 
without rashness or asperity. It is no part of our 
plan to deal in denunciations or personalities. We 
wish to produce no unnecessary excitement. We 
feel deeply for the great mass of the Roman Catholics. 
We believe that they are led captive by a system they 
do not understand—a system many of whose vital 
principles they are profoundly ignorant of, and with 
whose blood-stained history they are as little conver- 
sant as they are with the glorious doctrines of the 
Gospel of Christ. It is “our hearts’ desire and 
prayer to God” that they may be rescued from 
their delusions. And we feel that in attempting 
to unveil their church, and exhibit her as she is 
drawn by the pencil of inspiration and by her own 
standard authors, we are taking the most effective 
measures to promote their good as well as the pros- 
perity of our country and of pure Christianity. 

In this work, we solicit the co-operation of our 
fellow-citizens. 

We especially commend the facts and arguments 
imbodied in this address, to the consideration of the 
large and intelligent body of men connected with the 
COMMERCIAL AND LITERARY PRESS of our country. We 
have adverted to the aid which Popery has derived 
from their silence, on occasions which would, as we 
think, have justified them in rebuking with severity 
its officious intermeddling with political questions. 
We are not willing to believe that Protestant editors 
ina Protestant land, who are mainly supported by 
Protestant readers, designedly lend their influence 
to the propagation of Popery. We are convinced 
that many at least of these gentlemen, have not found 
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leisure to acquaint themselves with this system, and 
that instead of regarding the Church of Rome as a 
great politico-ecclesiastical body which claims unlimi- 
ted temporal as well as spiritual dominion, and which 
prophecy and history have delineated as destructive 
to the welfare alike of states and of individuals, they 
have been accustomed to consider it simply as a 
Christian Church challenging to itself no higher 
powers than are claimed by Protestant Churches, 
and differing from them only as they differ from one 
another. We need not, after what we have said 
already, assure them that this is entirely to mistake 
the character of the Papacy. We ask them to investi- 
gate the subject for themselves; and if they find that 
our estimate of Popery is a just one, we think we 
have a right to expect their assistance in repelling 
its aggressions. We do not invite them into the 
arena of theological controversy: the theological 
aspect of the question, can be managed by other 
hands. But we do invite them to watch the political 
developments of the system. We respectfully, but 
firmly, call upon them to resist every attempt which 
this foreign power may make to interfere with the 
civil rights of the American people. This service 
lies within their legitimate sphere, and the Protestants 
of this country will look to them for the performance 
of it. 

We appeal however, to no one class exclusively. 
We request our countrymen generally to co-operate 
with us. If you approve of our constitution, we hope 
you will adopt it as the basis of social organizations in 
your respective towns and neighbourhoods. If you 
do not, we trust you will unite on some other basis. 
That you can unite, our own example shows. We 
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came together without any previous interchange of 
sentiment, from nearly every Protestant denomination 
in this community; and, under the guidance, as we 
believe, of the great Head of the Church, we united 
cordially and heartily for the defence of our common 
Christianity. We are convinced that you can do the 
same ; for THERE IS BROAD COMMON GROUND ON WHICH 
WE CAN ALL MEET WITHOUT COMPROMISING OUR DENOMI- 
NATIONAL PRINCIPLES OR PREFERENCES. We feel that 
the movement is one which is entitled to your support. 
We invoke your fervent prayers in its behalf and in 
behalf of all the great interests of Protestantism. And 
we submit it to your consideration whether the signs 
of the times do not call upon all Protestants to unite in 
opposing the hostile aggressions of the ‘Man of sin.’ 
Our own association embraces a large proportion of 
the Protestant clergy of the city and county of Phila- 
delphia, and, we have every reason to believe, will 
soon include several thousand laymen. We have 
given it a national designation: but we shall not in- 
sist upon its being regarded as a parent society, to 
which others shall be auxiliary. We are willing, if 
it shall be deemed best, to take our place as one of 
a sisterhood of affiliated societies, clothed with co- 
ordinate powers, or to merge our organization in 
another, to be heareafter formed by a convention of 
delegates from Protestant Associations in various 
parts of the country. All we desire is to see the 
Protestant interest of the country united in a peace- 
ful, enlightened, and vigorous opposition to the 
aggressive movements of the Papal Hierarchy against 
the civil and religious liberties of the United States. 


THE END. 
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Hume, the historian, draws this portraiture of the Jesuits, ina 
single sentence. ‘* By the very nature of their institution,’”’ he ob- 
serves, “they were engaged to pervert learning; to refine away the 
plainest dictates of morality; and to erect a regular system of casuis- 
try, by which prevarication, perjury, and every crime, where it 
served their ghostly purposes, might be justified and defended.” 
Not long after the order was founded, the civil and ecclesiastical 
authorities of France, declared that its members were ‘‘ disturbers 
of the peace,’’ and that the ‘‘ society was dangerous to the Christian 
faith, and more fitted to corrupt than to edify.”” ‘+ So atrocious, ex- 
tensive, and continual were their crimes at a later period, that they 
were expelled, either partially or wholly, from the different coun- 
tries of Europe, at various intervals, thirty-nine times—a fact 
unparalleled in the history of any other body of men ever known in 
the world.”’* And yet astudied effort is now making to familiarize 
the American people with the name of Jesuit, and to get them to 
believe the monstrous proposition, in the face of the solemn official 
acts of all the governments of Europe, and the unanimous verdict of 
the civilized world, that the Jesuits were an honorable, virtuous, and 
useful fraternity |—The ‘* Metropolitan Catholic Almanac’”’ for 1841, 
states that “‘the Jesuits have a Novitiate in Maryland, Kentucky, 
and Missouri; colleges in Maryland, Kentucky, Missouri, Louisiana, 
and Ohio; and serve various missions throughout the country.” 

In the view of these facts, it may be well for the American peo- 
ple, to examine the following oath. It is taken from a collection of 
papers by Archbishop Usher, who describes it as the “Oath of 
Secrecy devised by the Roman clergy, as it remaineth on record at 
Paris, among the Society of Jesus.” The antiquated form, which 
is of similar import, can be found in Baronius, who thus concludes 
his account of it. ‘* Hactenus juramentum, &c. That is the oath 
which to that period all the Prelates used to take.” An. 723, and 
1079. Lab. Council, Tom. 10, Page 1504; and Tom. 11, Page 
1565. 

JESUITS OATH OF SECRECY. 


«J. A. B., now in the presence of Almighty God 
the blessed Virgin Mary, the blessed Michael, the 


* Illustrations of Pepery, p. 346. 
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archangel, the blessed St. John Baptist, the Holy 
apostles St. Peter and St. Paul, and the Saints and 
Sacred Host of heaven, and to you my ghostly father, 
do declare from my heart, without mental reservation, 
that his holiness Pope Urban is Christ’s vicar-general, 
and is the true and only head of the Catholic or Uni- 
versal Church throughout the earth ; and that by vir- 
tue of the keys of binding and loosing given to his 
holiness by my Saviour Jesus Christ, he hath power 
to depose heretical kings, princes, states, common- 
wealths, and governments, all being illegal, without 
his sacred confirmation, and that they may safely be 
destroyed : therefore to the utmost of my power I shall 
and will defend this doctrine, and his Holiness’ rights 
and customs against all usurpers of the heretical or 
Protestant authority whatsoever: especially against 
the now pretended authority and Church of England, 
and all adherents in regard that they and she be usur- 
pal and heretical, opposing the sacred mother church 
of Rome. I do renounce and disown any allegiance as 
due to any heretical, king, prince, or state, named Pro- 
testants,or obedience to any of their inferior magistrates 
or officers. I do further declare, that the doctrine of the 
Church of England, of the Calvinists, Hugonots, and of 
others of the name of Protestants, to be damnable, and 
they themselves are damned,and to be damned, that will 
not forsake the same. I do further declare, that I will 
help, assist, and advise all, or any of his Holiness’ 
agents in any place, wherever I shall be, in England, 
Scotland, and Ireland, or in any other territory or 
kingdom, I shall come to ; and do my utmost to extir- 
pate the heretical Protestants’ doctrine, and to destroy 
all their pretended powers, regal or otherwise. I do 
further promise and declare, that notwithstanding I 
am dispensed with to assume any religion heretical 
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for the propagation of the mother-churches’ interest, 
to keep secret and private all her agent’s counsels from 
time to time, as they intrust me, and not to divulge 
directly or indirectly, by word, writing, or circum- 
stance, whatsoever; but to execute all what shall be 
proposed, given in charge, or discovered unto me by 
you my ghostly father, or any of this sacred convent. 
All which I, A. B., do swear by the blessed Trinity, 
and blessed Sacrament, which I am now to receive, to 
perform, and on my part to keep inviolably. And do 
call allthe heavenly and glorious hosts of heaven to wit- 
ness these my real intentions, and to keep this my oath. 
In testimony hereof, I take this most holy and blessed 
sacrament of the Eucharist: and witness the same fur- 
ther with my hand and seal in the face of this holy 
convent.”—F'oxes and Firebrands. Usher. 
Norte B. 


WE quote here in full, the oath taken by the Roman Catholic 
Bishops at their consecration. We find the following translation of 
it, ‘© as it is extant in the Roman Pontifical,’’ in Barrow’s treatise on 
the Supremacy of the Pope. Barrow pertinently remarks,—* such 
is the oath prescribed to Bishops, the which is worth the most 
serious attention of all men, who would understand how miserably 
slavish the condition of the clergy is in that Church, and how incon- 
sistent their obligation to the Pope is with their duty to their Prince.”’ 
—We request the readers of this pamphlet, to ponder the terms of 
this oath in connection with the observations in the Address, respect- 
ing the Papal system in the United States, as a system having a 
foreign head. 


BISHOP’S OATH. 

* J. N. elect of the Church of N. from hencefor- 
ward will be faithful and be obedient to St. Peter the 
Apostle, and to the holy Roman Church, and to our 
lord, the lord N. Pope N. and to his successors, can- 


* For the origin of this oath see Villers on the Reformation.—page 84. 
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onically coining in. I will neither advise, consent, or 
do any thing that they may lose life or member, or that 
their persons may be seized, or hands anywise laid 
upon them, or any injuries offered to them, under any 
pretence whatsoever. The counsel which they shall 
intrust me withal, by themselves, their messengers, or 
letters, I will not knowingly reveal to any to their pre- 
judice. I mill help them to defend and keep the Ro- 
man Papacy, and all the royalties of St. Peter, saving 
my order, against all men. 'The legate of the apostolic 
see, going and coming, I will honorably treat and help 
in his necessities. The rights, honors, privileges, and 
authority of the holy Roman Church, of our lord the 
Pope, and his aforesaid successors, I will endeavor to 
preserve, defend, increase, and advance. I will not 
be in any counsel, action, or treaty, in which shall 
be plotted against our said lord, and the said Roman 
Church, any thing to the hurt or prejudice of their 
persons, right, honor, state, or power; and if I shall 
know any such thing to be treated or agitated, by any 
whatsoever, I will hinder it to my power ; and as soon 
as I can will signify it to our said lord, or to some 
other, by whom it may come to his knowledge. The 
rules of the Holy Fathers, the apostolic decrees, ordi- 
nances, or disposals, reservations, provisions, and man- 
dates, I will observe with all my might, and cause to 
be observed by others. Heretics, schismatics, and 
rebels to our satd lord, or his foresaid successors, I 
nul to my power persecute and oppose. 1 will come to 
a council when I am called, unless I be hindered by 
a canonical impediment. I will by myself in person 
visit the threshold of the Apostles every three years ; 
and give an account to our lord and his foresaid suc- 
cessors of all my pastoral office, and of all things any 
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wise belonging to the state of my Church, to the dis- 
cipline of my clergy and people, and lastly to the sal- 
vation of souls committed to my trust; and will in like 
manner humbly receive and diligently execute the 
apostolic commands. And if I be detained by a law- 
ful impediment, I will perform all the things aforesaid 
by a certain messenger hereto specially empowered, a 
member of my chapter, or some other in ecclesiastical 
dignity, or else having a parsonage; or in default of 
those, by a priest of the diocess ; or in default of one 
of the clergy [of the diocess] by some other secular or 
regular priest of approved integrity and religion, fully 
instructed in all things above-mentioned. And such 
impediment I will make out by lawful proofs to be 
transmitted by the foresaid messenger to the cardinal 
proponent of the holy Roman Church in the congre- 
gation of the sacred council. The possessions belong- 
ing to my table I will neither sell, nor give away, nor 
mortgage, nor grant anew in fee, nor anywise alien- 
ate, not even with the consent of the chapter of my 
Church, without consulting the Roman Pontiff. And 
if I shall make any alienation, I will thereby incur the 
penalties contained in a certain constitution, put forth 
about this matter. So help me God and these holy 
Gospels of God.” —Barrows’ Supremacy of the Pope, 
pages 136, 137. Hughes’ Edition. 
Note C. 

How little American feeling there is in the efforts of Romish 
ecclesiastics and their foreign allies, to expel the Bible from our 
common schools and restrict its general circulation, may be seen 
from the measures adopted by the OLp Concress—by the men, who 
under God, laid the foundation of our institutions—for supplying 


the country with the Holy Scriptures. It is refreshing to read, in 
these times, a record like the following, drawn from the minutes of 


that illustrious body. 
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While the war interdicted our commerce with Great Britain, and 
the arts were as yet ina feeble state in this country, Bibles were 
greatly needed, and it was with the utmost difficulty that they could 
be procured. A Committee of Congress was, therefore, appointed 
in 1777, to confer with the printers about striking off an edition of 
thirty thousand Bibles at the public expense. The committee found 
that it would be very difficult to obtain the necessary type and 
paper, and recommended—* the use of the Bible being so universal 
and its importance so great’’—-that the Committee of Commerce 
should be directed to import at the expense of Congress, ‘ twenty 
thousand English Bibles from Holland, Scotland, or elsewhere, into 
the different ports of the States of the Union :’”—and Congress 
ordered the importation. In 1780, when ‘from the circumstances 
of the war, an English Bible could not be imported, and no opinion 
could be formed how long the obstruction might continue,’’ Con- 
gress again resumed the consideration of printing the Bible, and the 
matter was referred to a committee. An individual was found who 
would undertake the work, and in 1782, Congress appointed a com- 
mittee of three to attend to the edition contemplated by Roberi Aitkin, 
of Philadelphia. The committee, ‘* having attended to the progress 
of the work, and engaged the assistance of the chaplains of Congress,’ 
it was, thereupon, ‘‘ Resolved, That the United States in Congress 
assembled, highly approve the pious and laudable undertaking, as 
subservient to the interests of religion; and being satisfied of the 
care and accuracy in the execution of the work, recommend this edi- 
tion of the Bible to the inhabitants of the United States.” 

Such is the history of the First edition of the sacred Scriptures in 
English, published in the United States. Were the patriots who 
composed that Congress, right in employing their official authority, 
to provide the people with the Bible? If they were, what are we to 
think of the Papal Hierarchy, which has driven the Bible from 
popular circulation in every land subjected to its iron yoke, and 
which would, if possible, prevent any American citizen from reading 
it without a written license from a Popish Bishop or Inquisitor ! 
(See 4th rule of the Congregation of the Index. 
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BX American Protestant association. 


4800 Address of the Board of managers of the American Prot- 

A27  estant association; with the constitution and organization of 

1843 the association... 1th thousand. Philadelphia, Printed for 
the “American Protestant association”, 1843. 
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